With relatively little fanfare, the Wellcome Library in London has digitised a number of its significant collections relating to the history of genetics. For historians of science, this is a tremendous resource that is currently matched by only a few other libraries or archives.

Announced on the Wellcome Library blog in early January 2013, the new online resource 'Codebreakers: makers of modern genetics' includes 20 archival collections pertaining to many of the most significant heredity and population researchers of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries, including J.B.S. Haldane, Lionel Penrose, James Renwick and Rosalind Franklin. A number of collections, including the Franklin papers, have been contributed by outside archives (in the case of the Franklin papers, Churchill Archives Centre, Cambridge). Online access to the collections is free, with papers less than a century old requiring the creation of a library username and password to view.

For historians of eugenics, two digitised collections stand out for their clear significance. The first of these is the Eugenics Society archive itself. Founded in 1907 by associates of Francis Galton, the Eugenics Society (initially called the Eugenics Education Society) was Britain's most significant eugenics lobbying group. With a mixed membership consisting of medical practitioners, scientific researchers and interested members of the public, the Society's leadership spent many of the years before the Second World War encouraging research into human heredity and exploring the possibility of passing eugenic legislation in Britain at a time when the American and, after 1933, the German eugenics movements had outstripped them by successfully advocating the passage of aggressive sterilisation laws.

The Eugenics Society archive has long been a critical resource for historians of the biology and hereditary theory of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. Its extensive correspondence sections contain valuable collections of letters from many leading scientific figures of the day, along with a sizable collection of correspondence from the often-eccentric fringes of the Society's membership. Now freely available online, it is all but certain that these papers will be even more widely consulted in the years to come.

The second collection of particular interest to historians of eugenics, along with a number of other scientific and medical disciplines, are the papers of Carlos Paton Blacker, frequently referred to as C.P. in documents and 'Pip' by his friends. Blacker was the Eugenics Society's head for much of the interwar period, arguably saving it from irrelevance and schism at a time when it was increasingly being torn in different directions in the early 1930s. Blacker was a psychiatrist by training and profession, and consequently many of his papers relate to his professional interests and activities beyond eugenics. He was also a close associate and friend of Julian Huxley, among other leading figures of the period. What is also evident from examining the catalogue of Blacker's papers is the sheer extent of his involvement with virtually every population-related group and movement of his time, ranging from the birth control movement to demography and population science. The Blacker papers have historically featured much less frequently in eugenics scholarship than the Eugenics Society papers themselves despite their obvious relevance, and it may be hoped that with their digitisation scholars will utilise them more frequently and fully.

There is already much scholarly literature discussing the impact of archive digitisation on historical research and there is little need to rehash the extensive existing arguments on the subject. However, in the case of these collections it is instructive to recall how rapidly access to their contents has increased. As Pauline Mazumdar recounted in the preface of her groundbreaking 1992 book *Eugenics, Human Genetics and Human Failings*, before 1989 the Eugenics Society's papers were still housed in the library of its then-headquarters at 69 Eccleston Square, London. Mazumdar was granted access to the papers by the Society's Secretary, noting that the documents were 'not public property in any way' when her research commenced in 1976. The archive was subsequently transferred to the Wellcome Library, but the conditions of access required researchers to contact the Galton Institute (as the Eugenics Society was later renamed) for formal permission to utilise the collection. In addition, the collection was generally produced for readers to examine on microfilm, with the original documents rarely made available. Though still requiring the creation of a free Wellcome Library account to access many of the documents, it is clearly significant that any researcher may now access these documents at any time.

Further, a preliminary examination suggests that the collection's digitisation is fairly comprehensive. Researching over the course of several days in September 2013, I never encountered a problem gaining access to the document I was seeking through the Wellcome's online interface. Notes from past research conducted in the library itself suggest that the folders I viewed were complete digital versions of what I had seen previously, with no documents seemingly omitted.

There are certainly many advantages to digital collections. One of the primary benefits is the ability to search the entire catalog by keyword or name and then instantly access the documents matching the query. The Wellcome's interface for viewing documents is reasonably intuitive and even allows users to download documents for future research use. Anyone who has consulted the Eugenics Society collection in the reading room will remember the vagaries of using the microfilm, including the inevitable focus knob adjustments needed to clear up the image and, occasionally, the need to squint at the screen until century-old handwriting could be discerned. In the course of my PhD research in the late 2000s there were many days I began my journey home walking down Euston Road with a microfilm-induced headache. With the papers now digitised, a full-colour version of the original can be zoomed to any level on a computer screen, making documents significantly easier to read and even revealing details that were previously imperceptible.

These advantages are clearly significant, and it seems likely that there will be a significant reevaluation of past scholarship in light of the remarkable new accessibility of these documents. Researchers examining secondary sources now have the ability to immediately consult the primary source being referenced and make their own determinations about its context and implications, which may well lead to an expansion of revisionist scholarship.

These advantages aside, the experience of visiting the Wellcome Library itself will clearly not become a thing of the past for many if not most scholars. Many researchers feel a certain *je ne sais quoi* when they work in the archives that cannot be reproduced with a computer screen: it is in part a feeling of adventure, as if one is about to become the first historian to ever set eyes on the next document in the folder or on the microfilm. This is, of course, an illusion in most cases, but it is one reason digitisation will never replace the archive reading room for many researchers. The Wellcome Library has clearly done the scholarly community a great service by making these important collections available online. However, it seems likely that the Rare Materials Reading Room in the library on Euston Road will remain busy for the foreseeable future.
